
COUNTERPOINT 

By KIM AND JIM BAKER 

The Tribune guest opinion 
July 15 written by Rachel W e  
about Gov. Schweitzer's propos- 
al to create a "bdfer zone" 
around Yellowstone Park con- 
tained sevelsll inaccuracies. and 
misses the point. 

Gov. Schweitzer has propad 
this zone to prevent 
the entire state 

to aqphg the value of his herd 
with USDA after the fact, as has 
recently oc3curred with the Mor- 
gan family near Bridget. 

This shicter protod would 
better pmtect p r o d m  lrside 
theme, and itwould betterpm 
tect the producers of 2.4 million 
headofcattleraisedintherestof 
lhe state. uftimately, it wnJd pro- 

videthemarket 
wahas3umlces 

from losing its bru- 46 that Montana is 
cellosis-free status. every step 
When the governor Sfrj~fer protocol would possible to ensure 
=tly better protect producers i h a t i n w d o f  
this appmach with its cattle are bru- 
~ r .  J O ~  clifhr~ inside the zone. ddh. 
chief veterinary - Kim and Jim Bike& Hot Gov. !%hmkm 
officer and deputy Springs-ana ranchen has suggested that 

, . admmhator at 
f f 

tf iezoneddbe 
USDA,APHIS, Dr. u p t o 5 0 ~  
Clifford said that fmmthepatkbut 
such a plan would alsothatitcould 
be "better than the status quo." be &&antially smaIIer- say, 20 

The g m o r  has pruposed or 30 miles -based upon gecrgm- 
this zone to better manage dis- phy, wamqs, mads, w i l e  
ease near the park. He has not conidon and &er d I e  
proposed that bison be allawed boundaries. M d i b d y ,  ,the pm- 
to roam in this zone. and has not tmd d d  be made to im into 
proposed that producers inside effect only upon d h & y  of 
this zone would automatically h e r  M M 
lose their bmcell~is-free &us, 
as claimed by Ms. Kinkie. 

Inslead, it would mean that 
cattle moving out of the area 
would face *cter testing proto- 
cols, which would be paid for by 
the federal government. It is also 
possible that USDA can pmvide 
for ind-cation or immmce 
for producers inside the zone, so 
that if a herd tests positive there, 
the herd owner is not relegated ' 
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More than two years ago, the 
governor pointed out the flaws of 
the current Interagency Bison 
Management h. As its name 
suggests, the plan deals only 
with bison management and not 
with the disease, bruceilosis. It 
does not address the elk that 
range farther and are much likp 
tier to transmit brucellcsis to cat- 
tlethanthan,asommdin 
both Wyoming and Idaho. The 

plan discusses brucellosis era&- 
cation, but provides no diredm 
or took to do so, and it celtamly 
doesn't protea M o n w  from 
loss of its btucell&fn?e status. 

I remind Ms. W e  that this 
problem was not created by the 
governor. Brucellosis in the Yel- 
lowstone area is a federal prob 
lem that spills into Montana 
because both the U.S. Depart- 
ments of Agriculture and Inten- 
or have shown little abfily or 
willingness to address it. 
Former gmmm propod 

no new ideas, but m r  a year 
ago, Gov. Schweim asked both 
federal agencies to m e  together 
with real SOIutions. The nzsponse 
has not been ovenvklming. 

In the meantime, two signifi- 
cant events have occul~ed: 
Idaho lost its brucellosis-free 
status like Wyoming, and just as 
Gov. Schweitzer warned, a 
Montana herd mntracted the 
disease. In other words, Mon- 
tana has lost its 'mulligan." 
W~th the discovery of another 
infected herd, the entire state of 
Montana will lme its status. 

Do we wait until that happens, 
or do we proadhdy plan for a 
subregion, or W e r  zone" to 
protect all of Montana's produc- 
ers - inside the zone and out? 

Readers may be surprised to 
learn that both North Dakota 
and Kansas have already effec- 
tively "regionalized" Montana 
by adopting stricter protocols 
for cattle shipped from certain 
areas of the state. 

They may also be surprised 
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to learn that both U"yoming and 
Idaho have already adopted this 
sub-%on mncept near the 
park, in order to demonsmite 
the more stringent management 
necessary to regain their status , The difference is that they 
created their zones after the 
fact. Unfortunately, every pm 
ducer in both states first had to 
suffer the oonsequences of los- 
ing disease-free status. 

I am thankhl that the gover- 
nor knows we can do better. He 
is not willing to accept the same 
fate. Montana can have the ben- 
efit of being prvactive. 
Many f o k  in the agricultural 

community agree. Members of 
the Montana Cattlemen's &so- 
ciation, the Montana Stock- 
growers Association and the 
Montana Farm Bureau have 
expressed their interest in a I 

proactive approach 
They know that for the good 

of the entire cattle i n d w ,  stnn- 
gent disease control rn- 
are necesriary, whether for bru- 
cellosis, t u b e d a i s ,  vesicular 
stomatitis, or thrichomoniasis. 

Other sectom in agriculture 
regulate their indushy m the 
same rigomus manner. Pmduc- 
ers of seed potatoes, nursery 
stock, chemes, weed-free for- 
age, honey bees, mint, sod, and 
various feeds, seeds and fe&- 
er products have all agreed to 
pmtect their industries with 
quaranlines, zones, and special- 
ized control measures - all for 
the good of the whole. 

Jim ~ n d  Klm Baker ranch In the 
Hot Springs area. 
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